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Abstract 
Background: Echinococcosis is one of the most important helminthic zoonotic diseases in Iran. Intestinal Scraping Tech-
nique (IST), the traditional method for diagnosis of infection in definitive hosts, has many disadvantages including low 
susceptibility and being expensive, hazardous and laborious. Detection of coproantigens in fecal samples by enzyme-linked 
immunosorbent assay (CA-ELISA) is known as a useful tool for intravital mass-screening of definitive host populations. 
This study was performed to determine the prevalence of Echinococcus spp. infection among canids in Moghan plain, the 
only area in Iran known as endemic for E. multilocularis. 
Methods: One hundred thirty eight fecal samples were collected from red foxes and domestic dogs in three counties of 
Moghan plain namely Pars Abad, Bileh Savar and Germi. The samples were examined using an ELISA, designed for the 
detection of Echinococcus-specific coproantigen and the formalin-ether concentration method as well. 
Results: Totally, out of 138 fecal samples, 27 (21.6%) turned positive for Echinococcus coproantigen. coproantigen was de-
tected in 16.7% and 27.1% of red foxes and domestic dogs, respectively. Formalin-ether concentration method revealed that 
43 (31.2%) of samples harbored at least one parasitic helminth, but Taenia eggs were detected only in 3 fecal samples. Since 
coproantigen presence reflects current intestinal infection with adult worms, CA-ELISA can be regarded as one of the most 
useful immunological tools for diagnosis of Echinococcus infection. Besides, the high susceptibility, less expense and rapid-
ity make it the method of choice for epidemiological surveys in endemic areas of Iran. 
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Introduction 
Echinococcosis is a zoonotic infection disease 
caused by adult or larval (metacestode) stages of 
cestodes belonging to the genus Echinococcus (fa-
mily: Taeniidae). The parasites are perpetuated 
in life cycles with carnivores as definitive hosts, 
which harbor the adult egg-producing worm in the 
intestine, and intermediate host animals, in which 
the infective metacestode stage develops after per 
oral infection with eggs. Metacestodes may inci-
dentally also develop in humans leading to vari-
ous forms of echinococcosis (1). This helminthic 
disease is prevalent throughout Iran. Adult Echi-
nococcus granulosus worms have been detected 
in various carnivores such as stray and farm dogs, 
red foxes, golden jackals and wolves from many 
provinces (2- 4) including rural and urban areas 
of Kerman (5), Khuzestan (6), Fars (7), Tehran 
(8), Kurdestan (9), Mashhad in Khorasan (10) 
and Kashan region in Isfahan (11) and western 
provinces of Iran (12).  
In Iran, being recognized as an endemic country 
for Alveolar Echinococcusis (AE) (13), the first 
evidence of Echinococcus multilocularis infec-
tion in canids was described in 1971, in which 3 
out of 30 red foxes (10%) were found to be in-
fected with cestode of E. multilocularis  (14, 15). 
The second report on 130 wild and domestic car-
nivores from Ardebil province in northwestern 
Iran in 1992 showed that 22.9% of red foxes 
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(Vulpes vulpes) and 16% of jackals (Canis aureus) 
were infected with adult stages of E. multilocu-
laris (16, 17). In these two reports, the diagnosis 
was based on morphological features of Echi-
nococcus adult worms at necropsy. 
Since the eggs of Echinococcus and Taenia spe-
cies are morphologically indistinguishable, diag-
nosis of Echinococcus infection in fecal sam-
ples of definitive hosts is difficult (18). Besides, 
the characteristic small segments of Echinococcus 
worms may be absent in the feces or be easily 
overlooked (1). By the end of the 1980’s the only 
reliable technique for diagnosis of intestinal Echi-
nococcus infection in definitive hosts was intes-
tinal scraping technique (IST) at necropsy and 
examination of scraped materials under stereo-
scope. This technique, with maximum sensitivity 
of 78% in optimal condition (19) relies on in-
spection of the dead animal’s intestine and visual 
identification of the worms according to their mor-
phological features (18). IST is considered as 
an expensive, biohazardous and laborious diag-
nostic method and is not recommendable for ex-
amination of domestic animals. In addition, dogs 
and red foxes are known to be susceptible to 
both species of E. granulosus and E. multilocu-
laris and in some regions they might even be 
infected with both Echinococcus species (19). 
Recently, two new techniques based on detection 
of Copro-DNA by PCR and Coproantigen by en-
zyme-linked immunosorbent assays (CA-ELISA) 
were introduced for intravital diagnosis of intesti-
nal parasitic infections of carnivores. 
To date, most of studies on prevalence of helmin-
thic infections of carnivores in Iran were merely 
based on the traditional method of IST. Recently, 
Siavashi et al. (20) used CA-ELISA for detection 
of canine echinococcosis in three provinces of Iran. 
They reported the specificity and sensitivity of 
CA-ELISA to be 74% and 72%, respectively. 
The main aim of this study was to determine the 
prevalence of Echinococcus spp. infection among 
canids using CA-ELISA technique in Moghan plain, 
northwestern Iran, the only area in Iran known as 
endemic for E. multilocularis infection.  
 
Material and Methods 
Study area  
This study was performed in the Moghan Plain 
(local name: Dasht-e-Moghan) in the northwestern 
province of Ardebil, Iran (Fig. 1). The area com-
prises 3 counties including Pars Abad, Bileh Savar 
and Germi covering an area of nearly 5245 Km2 
with a total population of approximately 310,000. 
The study area covered the low landing areas 
with altitude of 32 m up to plains of 1023 m high. 
The longitudes and latitudes ranges were approxi-
mately 46°52'53″E- 48°21'30″ E and 39° 0' 0″N 
-39°36'20″N, respectively with average annual 
precipitation of 222.76 mm. The area is bordered 
with Azerbaijan Republic to the north and east and 
the inhabitants are mainly of Azeri ethnic group, 
mostly practice farming and Stockbreeding. 
Samples 
One hundred thirty eight fecal fecal samples in-
cluding 59 from domestic dogs (Canis lupus f. 
familiaris) and 79 from red foxes (Vulpes vulpes) 
(74 rectum-derived from necropsied foxes and 5 
from environmentally deposited feces around red 
fox dens) were collected and examined. As fecal 
samples might contain eggs or proglottides of 
E. granulosus and E. multilocularis, all samples 
were frozen at least for one week in -70 °C and 
then kept at -20 °C until used. In addition to CA- 
ELISA, All samples were concentrated by for-
malin-ether method and examined microscopically 
for ova and larvae and cysts of parasites.  
CA-ELISA 
Detection of coproantigen was performed using 
a commercially available rabbit polyclonal anti-
bodies based ELISA kit (Chekit Echinotest Mo-
nophasic; Bommeli, Liebefeld-Bern, Switzerland), 
designed for the detection of E. granulosus and 
E. multilocularis coproantigens in dogs, foxes and 
cats. Briefly, 1 g of fecal sample was suspended 
in 4 volumes of Chekit-Echinotest sample diluents 
and completely mixed using a shaker. The sus-
pensions were centrifuged at 3000 g for 10 min at 
room temperature and 2 ml of supernatants 
were collected and stored in -20 °C until used 
for CA-ELISA. The procedure for CA-ELISA 
Iranian J Publ Health, Vol.38, No.1, 2009, pp.112-118 
114 
was according to the manufacturer’s instructions. 
All preparations were red by a photo spec-
trometer at a wavelength of 450 nm. Test results 
were calculated according to formula supplied 
by kit manufacturer and the values of <30%, 
30-40% and >40% were interpreted as negative, 
ambiguous and positive, respectively. All am-
biguous samples were double checked.  
 
Results 
Out of 138 fecal samples, 27(19.6%) were shown 
to be positive for coproantigen, which included 
13.9% and 27.1% of red foxes and domestic 
dogs, respectively (Table 1). The difference be-
tween the percentage of coproantigen positive red 
foxes and domestic dogs were statistically signifi-
cant (Chi-square test; χ2= 10.965; df= 2; P< 0.005). 
There was no significant statistical relation be-
tween CA-ELISA results and the location or time 
of sampling. 
Formaline-ether concentration method revealed 
Taenia-like eggs in 3 (2.2%) samples. 43 speci-
men (32.6%) were found to be infected with at 
least one parasitic helminth egg and some of them 
harbored more than one helminth egg (Table 2). 
There was no significant difference between foxes 
(26.6%) and dogs (37.3%) regarding overall in-
fection with parasitic worms. There was no re-
lationship between the time of sampling and the 
results of the method. However, the prevalence 
of helminthic infections in red foxes from Germi 
county was significantly lower than those from 
Bileh Savar and Pars Abad (P <0.001). 
 
Table 1: Frequency table of CA-ELISA Results ac-
cording to host species 
 
CA-ELISA Results Host 
Species Negative Ambiguous Positive 
 
Total 
Foxes 65(82.3%) 3(3.8%) 11(13.9%) 79 
Dogs 34(57.6%) 9(15.3%) 16(27.1%) 59 
Total 99(71.7%) 12(8.7%) 27(19.6%) 138 
Table 2: Prevalence of parasitic helminthes in red foxes 
and dogs of Moghan plain by formalin-ether concentra-
tion method 
 
Helminths Number Percent 
Toxascaris spp. 21 15.2 
Toxocara canis 16 11.6 
Rictolaria spp. 12 8.7 
Acanthacephala spp. 10 7.2 
Trichuris vulpis 6 4.3 
Taenia spp. 3 2.2 
Mesocestoides spp. 2 1.4 
Hookworms 1 0.7 
Capillaria spp. 1 0.7 
Fasciola spp. 1 0.7 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 2: Frequency of various results of CA-ELISA ac-
cording to the location of sampling 
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Fig. 1: Moghan Plain, comprising three counties of Pars Abad, Bileh Savar and Germi in northern parts of Ardebil prov-
ince, northwestern Iran 
 
Discussion 
Echinococcosis is a zoonotic parasitic disease 
of global concern caused by adult or larval 
stages of cestodes belonging to the genus Echi-
nococcus. In natural life cycle of infection, Car-
nivores and mammals play the role of definitive 
and intermediate hosts, respectively. E. granu-
losus and E. multilocularis are the two major 
species of medical importance causing cystic echi-
nococcosis and alveolar echinococcosis, respec-
tively. They are both serious life-threatening dis-
eases, especially the latter one, which is of high 
fatality rate and poor prognosis without careful 
clinical management (19). A good knowledge of 
transmission biology of the helminth is required 
to predict the infection risk and to adopt proper 
control measures. Until recently, the methods com-
monly used for surveys of the Echinococcus in-
fection in canids populations included arecoline 
purging, intestinal scraping technique (IST), sedi-
mentation and counting technique (SCT) but nowa-
days, the methods of coproantigen detection by 
ELISA (CA-ELISA) and detection of Echinococ-
cus DNA in stools by PCR have been intro-
duced. There are some reports on detection of 
Echinococcus coproantigens with Echinococcus-
specific ELISA in various epidemiological stud-
ies in many countries including Swiss (21, 22), 
France (23), Kazakhstan (24) Slovakia (25), 
Poland (26, 25), Norway (27) and Japan (28-33). 
This method has shown to be a useful tool for 
both post mortem and intravital diagnosis of Echi-
nococcus in definitive hosts during prepatent as 
well as patent periods of infection. It has also al-
lowed detection of the infection in field-collected 
fecal samples in the relevant studies (34). Besides, 
this method is very fast, allowing examination of 
about 200 samples per day (22). Therefore this 
method is considered as a suitable tool for mass 
screening of definitive host populations.   
Different types of CA-ELISA's have shown rather 
high sensitivities ranging between 84 to 95%, and 
very high specificities of above 96% (as far as 
non-Echinococcus cestodes and other parasites 
are concerned). Some studies have shown that sen-
sitivity of this method is increased with worm bur-
den i.e. the number of adult parasites (22),  how-
ever in Siavshi et al. (20) study, no significance 
difference between the groups of high and low 
intensities of infection was observed. Siavashi et 
al. (20) and Christofi et al. (35) showed that CA- 
ELISA in a region with low prevalence rate of 
canine echinococcosis is of low sensitivity and po-
sitive predictive value and high specificity and 
negative predictive value. 
Various studies on helminthic infections of carni-
vores in Iran including Moghan plain using IST 
at necropsy have shown high prevalence of echi-
nococcosis with 5 to 49% of stray or sheep dogs 
harboring adult E. granulosus (4). IST revealed 
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that 10 to 25% of red foxes in Moghan plain 
were infected with E. multilocularis (36, 17). 
Also, in Siavashi et al. (20) study on various 
carnivores from Hamadan, Azarbaijan and Tehran 
provinces using CA-ELISA, the prevalence of 
Echinococcus infection was 43.1%. So, being 
sure of high rates of Echinococcus infection in 
the area, we applied CA-ELISA in absence of 
classical method of IST. However the results of 
this survey were roughly consistent to the result 
of other studies. Lower prevalence of Echinococ-
cus infection in our study in comparison to for-
mer ones seems to be due to intensive economic 
and social alterations including population growth 
and development of villages and cities which has 
resulted to major ecological changes in the re-
gion such as shrinking the territories of wild car-
nivores. This change seems to be the most impor-
tant cause of the decrease the decrease in Echino-
coccus infection rate in the area.  
All available commercial coproantigen-ELISA's are 
based on polyclonal antibodies and are genus-
specific. They cannot differentiate between E. 
granulosus and E. multilocularis. Consequently 
there would be cross-reactivity in areas where 
two species occur sympatrically in definitive hosts. 
A newly developed rapid immunochromatography 
method (37) and a coproantigen-based ELISA 
(28), that is to be commercialized soon, (personal 
communication with Professor Masao Kamiya, Ra-
kuno Gakuen University, Hokkaido, Japan) used 
monoclonal antibodies against E. multilocularis 
antigen Em9. However, none of them were E. 
multilocularis-species-specific. Hence, in order to 
make the diagnosis at species level, it is recom-
mended to examine coproantigen-positive samples 
by PCR assay (1). 
This study also demonstrated the high rates of 
other Zoonotic helminthic infections in red foxes 
and domestic dogs, especially geohelminths like 
Toxocara canis, Toxascaris spp and hookworms, 
the causative agents of Visceral Larva Migran 
(VLM) and Cutaneous larva migrans (CLM) (38). 
The presence of these helminthes indicates a high 
infestation of rural environment which could be 
considered as a health concern in the study area. 
Acknowledgements 
We are grateful to the administrative staff and per-
sonnel of Health and Treatment Network of Pars 
Abad County in Ardebil province. We wish to ex-
press our thanks to Mrs A Hovanesian for her 
kindly laboratory cooperation. The study was fi-
nancially supported by Pasteur Institute of Iran, 
and Ardebil University of Medical Sciences. 
The authors declare that they have no conflict of 
interests. 
 
References 
1. Eckert J, Gemmell MA, Meslin F-X, Paw-
łowski ZS (2001). WHO/OIE Manual 
on Echinococcosis in Humans and Ani-
mals: a Public Health Problem of Global 
Concern, ed. World Organisation for Ani-
mal Health and World Health Organization. 
2. Eslami A, Hosseini SH (1998). Echinococcus 
granulosus infection of farm dogs of Iran. 
Parasitol Res, 84: 205-207. 
3. Sadjjadi SM (2006). Present situation of echi-
nococcosis in the Middle East and Arabic 
North Africa. Parasitol Int, 55(Suppl):  
S197-202. 
4. Rokni MB (2008). The present status of hu-
man helminthic diseases in Iran. Ann Trop 
Med Parasitol, 102: 283-95. 
5. Sharifi I, Zia-Ali N (1996). The present status 
and intensity of Echinococcus granulosus 
infection in 391 stray dogs in rural and ur-
ban areas of the city of Kerman, Iran. 
Iranian J Publ Health, 25: 13-20. 
6. Farahnak A, Mobedi I, Mohamadi F (1998). 
Study of zoonotic helminths of carnivorous 
in Khuzestan, Iran. Iranian J Publ Health, 
27: 15-20. 
7. Mehrabani D, Oryan A, Sadjjadi SM (1999). 
Prevalence of Echinococcus granulosus 
infection in stray dogs and herbivores in 
Shiraz, Iran. Vet Parasitol, 86: 217-20. 
8. Maleky F, Moradkhan M (2000). Echinococ-
cosis in the stray dogs of Tehran, Iran. 
Ann Trop Med Parasitol, 94: 329-31. 
9. Akhlaghi L, Massoud J, Housaini A (2005). 
Observation on Hydatid Cyst Infection in 
M Zare-Bidaki et al:Prevalence of Echinococcus spp. …  
117 
Kordestan Province (West of Iran) using 
Epidemiological and Seroepidemiological 
Criteria. Iranian J Publ Health, 34: 73-5. 
10. Razmi GR, Sardari K, Kamrani AR (2006). 
Prevalence of Echinococcus Granulosus 
and other Intestinal Helminths of Stray 
Dogs in Mashhad Area, Iran. Arch of 
Razi Institute, 61: 143-48. 
11. Arbabi M, Hooshyar H (2006). Survey of 
Echinococcosis and Hydatidosis in Ka-
shan Region, Central Iran. Iranian J Publ 
Health, 35: 75-81. 
12. Dalimi A, Motamedi G, Hosseini M, Moham-
madian B, Malaki H, Ghamari Z et al. 
(2002). Echinococcosis/hydatidosis in west-
ern Iran. Vet Parasitol, 105: 161-71. 
13. Eckert J, Gemmell MA, Meslin F-X, Paw-
łowski ZS (2001). WHO/OIE Manual on 
Echinococcosis in Humans and Ani-
mals: a Public Health Problem of Global 
Concern, ed. World Organisation for 
Animal Health World Health Organization. 
14. Mobedi I, Sadighian A (1971). Echinococ-
cus multilocularis, Leukrart 1863, in red 
foxes, Vulpes vulpes, in Moghan, Azar-
baijan province, North West Iran. J Para-
sitology, 58:  493. 
15. Mobedi I, Bray RA, Arfaa F, Movafagh K 
(1973). A study on the cestodes of the 
carnivoreous in the north west of Iran. J 
Helmintho, 47:  277-81. 
16. Zarriffard MR (1993). A study on helmin-
thic parasites of wild carnivorous of east 
Azarbaijan with emphasis on Echinococ-
cus multilocularis. Parasitology and My-
cology, pp. 300. Tehran: Tehran Univer-
sity of Medical Sciences. 
17. Zariffard M, Massoud J (1998). Study of 
Echinococcus granulosus and Echinococ-
cus multilocularis infections in Canidiae in 
Ardabile province of Iran. Arch Inst Razi, 
48/49: 47-52. 
18. Dinkel A, von Nickisch-Rosenegk M, Bilger 
B, Merli M, Lucius R, Romig T (1998). 
Detection of Echinococcus multilocularis in 
the definitive host: coprodiagnosis by PCR 
as an alternative to necropsy. J Clin Mi-
crobiol, 36: 1871-76. 
19. McManus DP, Zhang W, Li J, Bartley PB 
(2003). Echinococcosis. Lancet, 362:  
1295-304. 
20. Sivashi MR, Motamedi GR (1996). Evalua-
tion of a coproantigen enzyme-linked im-
munosorbent assay for the diagnosis of 
canine echinococcosis in Iran. Helmin-
thologia, 43:  17-9. 
21. Deplazes P, Gottstein B, Eckert J, Jenkins DJ, 
Ewald D, Jimenez-Palacios S (1992). De-
tection of Echinococcus coproantigens by 
enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay in 
dogs, dingoes and foxes. Parasitol Res, 
78: 303-308. 
22. Deplazes P, Alther P, Tanner I, Thompson RC, 
Eckert J (1999). Echinococcus multilocu-
laris coproantigen detection by enzyme- 
linked immunosorbent assay in fox, dog, 
and cat populations. J Parasitol, 85: 115-
21. 
23.  Magnaval JF, Boucher C, Morassin B, Raoul 
F, Duranton C, Jacquiet P et al. (2004). 
Epidemiology of alveolar echinococcosis in 
southern Cantal, Auvergne region, France. 
J Helminthol, 78: 237-42. 
24.  Stefanic S, Shaikenov BS, Deplazes P, Dinkel 
A, Torgerson PR, Mathis A (2004). 
Polymerase chain reaction for detection 
of patent infections of Echinococcus gra-
nulosus ("sheep strain") in naturally infected 
dogs. Parasitol Res, 92: 347-51. 
25.  Reiterova K, Miterpakova M, Turcekova L, 
Antolova D, Dubinsky P (2005). Field 
evaluation of an intravital diagnostic test of 
Echinococcus multilocularis infection in 
red foxes. Vet Parasitol, 128: 65-71. 
26. Machnicka B, Dziemian E, Rocki B, Kolod-
ziej-Sobocinska M (2003). Detection of 
Echinococcus multilocularis antigens in 
faeces by ELISA. Parasitol Res, 91:  491-
96. 
27. Fuglei E, Stien A, Yoccoz NG, Ims RA, 
Eide NE, Prestrud P, et al. (2008). Spa-
tial distribution of Echinococcus  multilo-
Iranian J Publ Health, Vol.38, No.1, 2009, pp.112-118 
118 
cularis, Svalbard, Norway. Emerg Infect 
Dis, 14: 73-75. 
28. Kohno H (1991). Detection of Echinococcus 
multilocularis coproantigens in exprimen-
tally infected dogs using murine monoclo-
nal antibodies prepared against the adult 
worms. Japanese Journal of Veterinary 
Research, 39: 65-65. 
29. Sakai H (1996). Studies on coproantigen de-
tection for diagnosis of Echinococcus in-
fection in definitive hosts. Japanese Jour-
nal of Veterinary Research, 44: 125-27. 
30. Sakai H, Nonaka N, Yagi K, Oku Y, Kamiya 
M (1998). Coproantigen detection in a 
survey of Echinococcus multilocularis in-
fection among red foxes, Vulpes vulpes 
schrencki, in Hokkaido, Japan. J Vet 
Med Sci, 60: 639-41. 
31. Morishima Y, Tsukada H, Nonaka N, Oku 
Y, Kamiya M (1999). Evaluation of co-
proantigen diagnosis for natural Echino-
coccus multilocularis infection in red 
foxes. Jpn J Vet Res, 46: 185-89. 
32. Morishima Y, Tsukada H, Nonaka N, Oku 
Y, Kamiya M (1999). Coproantigen sur-
vey for Echinococcus multilocularis pre-
valence of red foxes in Hokkaido, Ja-
pan. Parasitol Int, 48:  121-34. 
33. Kamiya M, Lagapa JT, Ganzorig S, Kobayashi 
F, Nonaka N, Yuzaburo O (2007). Echi-
nococcosis Risk among Domestic Defini-
tive Hosts, Japan. Emerging Infectious 
Diseases, 13: 346-47. 
34. Deplazes P, Dinkel A, Mathis A (2003). Mo-
lecular tools for studies on the transmis-
sion biology of Echinococcus multilocu-
laris. Parasitology, 127 Suppl:  S53-61. 
35. Christofi G, Deplazes P, Christofi N, Tanner I, 
Economides P, Eckert J (2002). Screening 
of dogs for Echinococcus granulosus co-
proantigen in a low endemic situation in 
Cyprus. Vet Parasitol, 104:  299-306. 
36. Mobedi I, Sadighian A (1971). Echinococcus 
multilocularis Leuckart, 1863, in red foxes, 
Vulpes vulpes Linn, in Moghan, Azer-
baijan Province, northwest of Iran. J Para-
sitol, 57:  493. 
37. Kamiya M, Trinipil Lagapa J, Oku Y (2007). 
Research on targeting sources of alveolar 
echinococcosis in Japan. Comp Immunol 
Microbiol Infect Dis, 30:  427-48. 
38. Muller R (2002). Worms and Human Dis-
eases, 2 ed. CABI International. Edn. Wal-
lingford, U.K. 
 
 
 
 
